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The following la the reply of Mr. Kelly to the
charges of Mayor Havemeyer. It is, us indicated
In tne Herald yesterday. a clear and almost bald
narration or iacts and figures, with very little ac¬

companying comment. The latter part of the let¬
ter, which deals with the peisonui history ol wel
Known politician In a lew crisp sentences, will
be read with Interest by the general reuder. Mr.
Kelly states, with emphasis, that he shall not make
any turther statement:.

New York, Oct. l, 1874.
To William F. IUvehevei:, Mayor or the City or

SfBW-Onrthe"6th of September last a letter from
you was publiBlied in tie uewspapcra ol im city.In which you oi.aeavor to reiwye JouMel

vou !ivsevere and merited censure passed upon you by
the lioveruor lor your own improper conduct 111
ofllce by castlug wnolesule aspt^lfcious upon all
who have been 1" any way concerned as complain*
aut, counsel or witness in the proceedings against
vourseli or against the convicted l'olice commis¬
sioners (which you seeiu to regard also as directed
against yourself), and assert that the inn"ter has sprung irom my personal enmity to you,
and that 1 am '"a very dlstiouest man, ' possess¬
ing "an audacity born of n low beginning, ' andham? tue "vindictive leelings o men
oi vour (my) class." With those who
know me no assertion that you can
aud particularly nothing that you may say lu the
disgraced position von now occupy *'«'°^tnepublic will affect my character. Vet the charges
von make are so grave, particularly wtien made
over the signature ol the Mayor of this great city,
that 1 leel imperatively called upon to, make a
reulv for the purpose of vindicating myself before
such oi the public as may not Know me person¬
ally at an earner date than the slow progress ol the
'aPassu'g ''by*for tne present the various personal
Inuuenuoes and aspersion* witu wiucU jour letter
is tilled, vour tlrst #rave charge afirainst me is tuat

l -have defrauded this city and county out oi large
sums of money, and nave been guilty of a crime
that Is adequately described by the term lelou-
ous." In prour of this lact you assert that
In my reports to the secretary of State
oi the number of convictions in the county of
New York '.during your (my) Blx yeura
ohlce you il) reported 113,090 convictions in this
county, whlie the clerK only reported 2U,h80. In
other words, taut vour (my) eyes, keenly directed
moneywurd, were able to discern 92.204 oonv lo¬
tions that tne records of tne courts did not men¬
tion;" aud to substantiate this charge you give
the following table

, Sheriff1* Report. CUrV » Deport. >

Court* of (,'ourU o/
Courts of SpeHal Courtn of Sjx-M
lieroru. Smuiioiu. Total. Record. StmOnt.

UW
I'-eo
nidi i>yu
186ft ors>
1868 tiiri
18u7 6J0

Totals. .30)33 103,157 113,090 3,830 17,050 2U,tU4
Tnls you assert to be "a "flagrant crime. ' lou

also allege that it is aggravated by the law being
violated 111 my not returning tue names oi those
convicted in courts of record, aud disregarding
that provision as to "the enormous number re¬
ported lor the Special Sessions, iu respect to
which you (1) omy gave the total number each
inoutu."

THE BRPORTS OF CONVICTIONS.
You then proceed to an additional and even

aritver charge, that while my reports of con¬
victions to the Secretary ol state were tuus
liauduiently swollen to enormous proportions,
f,-t that "you (I) collected pay tor (J,3o3 more con-actions than >ou (l) reported," substantiating
the charge by the toliowlug table:.

8fl£?K«or± Serton* ToUJL Heora. Seng.S::::: S SB5 SW
Totals. . - 88,83#

1865 3,4(51 10,810 11.271
1006 3.0U >3.605 17.Mf
1807 3,319 ltf,ii«7 20. '"6

Totals.. 10,422 41.261 M.8S4
Ada ItM, 1360 »ud 1861.. 68.609
Oraud totals 120,261 4,201 18 038 22.^39
You then assert that tne amount or money_y®u(1) pocketed by this shameless fraud Is as follows..

For the tnreo veer* of your first term you (I)
charged and received pay lor reporting con-
vir» linn 4 to tli6 beerttary ot sinus. ....». *. ou^oos#Ttoe record* of ilie v ourtshow that during those
year# there were on.y convictions. il,3W

The exoes* reported by you (met being 87.178
fo whiob must be added the excess oi con-
fictions charged by >ou (ine) during
vour second terin, at flity cents, over the
uuuiber iiliown by tne Court record.
Charged by. you vmei... v'rfihhown by Court record. *»ul

Wein* an excess of....
Making a total excess ot .......

Which, at fluy cents each, uuiouats to .»«,< o<jFrom wmch roust bo deducted the amount
taken on by the Board ot supervisors irom
oue oi vour moutaly bills, as will be hereal
ter explained
Leaving a oalnnoe of $30,193 60

To which add the amount received lor
exccs-i oi minor convictions ensr^ed by
you me) 4i,:!5?Biiowa by Court a-'-"

Which, at twelve and onc-lialf cents each,
amounts to

Making the total amount which you (I) fraud-
uleuiiy 37

Stating, however, "that this sum may be subjectto a deduction or a lew liuudred dollars" tor cou-vlctiolis iu police courts, not Included lu the
C

These charges I assert to be base witl malic'ous
lalsenoodH, and which you und Neisou J. Water-
bury, your assistant iti preparing tliein, must have
Ituowu to be such ut the time they were written.

WHAT TUE THt'TII IS.
The truth in regal d to the matter is as follows:.
By section 4 oi the act ol April -0, 1339, tue

.Sheriff ot each county was reijulied so report to
thu Secretary ot Mate the name, occupation, sex,
native country, iiC.. ot all persons convicted iu
any criminal courts ol record of nis county. Bytiectlou o similar reports were to be made bythe Sheriff oi the city and couuty of New \ork of
convictions iu any Court of special Sessions ol
that ciiy, by the Sheriff or Monroe oi convictions
in any criminal court in the city oi Rocuester, by
the Sheriff oi Kings ot couvtcttous tu any
criminal court ol the city oi Urooslyu, uy
the Sue riff ot Kile or convictions in any ciiu.inii
court lu the cltv oi Buffalo; aud bv section o all
justices aud other judicial officers were required
to lurnlsh the required mionnation to the huerui.
The object ol tins law, as denned to the Secretary
ol state in it circular lor the luformation ol
Sheriffs, issued lonu beiore niv election tot hat
otllce, was, "to obtain sU' li accurate statistical in-
lormation ouceruiug convicts and crimes as may
guuie intelligent legislation. For other couiHr.es
nuch tniormation lias neeii lound eminent y uie ut
lu developing the sources of crime and ludlcatiui,
the mentis oi prevention."

it will readily be seen that to make these statis¬
tics ol any value they must, bo unuorm, and tnat
It would be absurd to require returns irom ail
criminal courts" iu tne cities oi lioohesiei, iwook-
lyn aud Buffalo, und omit tne great city oi aew
York. For this reasou the practice was cstau-
iiHiieu, loiitf bcloro il i*8 1 became Sneriu» 10*
that o lllcer to collect und return to tne sec¬
retary oi state Hi* convictions m 'he different
police courts or ii;e city, und include thciu in tue
column heauod "convictions at Special sessions,
u pracucc winch your owu letter shows was
wuuwu to the supervisors when passing niv oiiij.
lu tact, the uuuiber was so gieat, being nearly ten
tune all Hie other courts, that it could not t'e oth¬
erwise ttiiiu apparent to both them und the secre¬
tary oi .-taie. ine number o; these conviction*,
hs wnl be hereafter suowu, was enormou!. L.icn
yc.iny statement ol tnem, incorporation tue par¬
ticulars specified by statute, constituted a volume
larger than a batik ledger At tae same tune tue
mieuces were oi a similar and not aggravatedcharacter, such as disorderly sonduci, vagrancy,4c., Ac., us to which me names oi tic
"milium* were uuiuiportaui, al'.iiough I too^
Irom the record* of e.icu police court the
Dime age, natlv* countiy, degree oi edu-
CfttiuU. religious i.»n iciiou, loniier couvictiou,
Jto., 4c,, ui eacu x couvwieo, and tiled tue

.am« to my office. For turn reason, as I am In-
tormed at Albany, lor the convenience of the Sec-
rot rv 01 Suite, the practice spruit? up (nrst intro¬
duced, 1 believe, by Snei tT Willett. my predeces¬
sor hi forwarding a tabular statement only of
this class or convictions, anil retaining » he de¬
tailed and bulky returns m the Sheriff's office.
Thai tiua practice was in accordance with the

Intention o( ine Legislature was conclusively
shown by the passage of rhe act of March ;!», l«>il.
by wliica it was provided

WHAT THE I AW 13.
..Section 5..Tne respective She nil's of the coun¬

ties of Albuuy, Cayuga, Coiuiuoia, Dutchess, Erie,
King*, Monroe, New York, (Jneuia. Onondaga, os*
wego, Kensselaer and Sclieiiectady shall, 011 the
first day 01 every month, transmit to tne Secretary
01 State a statement oi the number of pctt>ous con¬
victed in Courts 01 special Sessions during n<e pre¬
ceding month in tbe respective cities oi Albany,
Auburn, Brooklyn, HuH.Uo, Hudson, New York,
Oswego, llochestcr, Poughkoepsi?, Syracuse, sclie-
iiectady, Troy and I'tlca. Such statements shall
speciiy the crimes, the whole number convicted,
sex, age, nativity, married or single, decree ol ed¬
ucation, religious instruction, parents living or
dead, whether beiore convicted or not ot any
crime, and whether temperate or intemperate.
All courts hi the city oi Sew York Having jurisdic¬
tion in cases where criminal convictions are had
are hereby, lor the purposes ot this act, declared
Courts of Special Sessions, whether composed of
one or more police magistrates." Thus expressly
ratifying and continuing the existing practice,
and winch law has ever since rem.lined In iorce.
By section « of this act tne Clerk ol the General
Sessions in the city aud county of New York was
required to return toe convictions had "in the
Special Sessions ol the -said city and cotmtv."
Under this law mo*t of the returns were made

wiiich are attacked by you as iraudulent. The
illilercuce between the names returned bv mo to
the Secretary of State irom the various courts, and
those ior which 1 was paid, upon which you lay
such stress, arises from a very simple circum¬
stance. As above shown, I wa.s specifically re¬
quired, In my returns to the Secretary oi state, to
include, under the head of "Convictions ar. .special
Sessions," both the couvictious in the regular
Special Sessions and those in the various Police
Courts, lu collecting my compensation irom tiio
county, this rule did not apply, and l, therefore,
made out my buls according to tne tact, specnying
under one head the number of couvictious in iho
oyer and Terminer, tne General and spe¬
cial Sessions, and those in the Police
Courts nder another. It is true that
the Clerk's returns do not accord with
my figures. This is ior the reason that he con¬
strued the law to only require him to return the
convictions in the Court ui special Sessions of this
county and considered that he was not, bound to
return those noni the podce courts. This, how¬
ever, had nothiug to do with me. I had no con¬
trol over hint and was not responsible ior his acts.
The law made it my duty to ro to those poli.e
courts aud collect tnese statistics, and I did it
honestly and properly.

KELLY'S BILL CORRECT.
My bills ior service are strictly correct, but von.

In order to malign my character, have desperately
garbled the figures which you give as the number
oi convictions returned by me to the Secretary of
State. As a prool of this scandalous conduct upon
your part I give in parallel columns the convic¬
tions as you say I reported them to the secretary
ot State, aud those which are actually found in
the ohlce ol that officer at Albany, as appears by
his official certificate hereto annexed:.

r-Havemeyer'n State't.s Sec'y ofMate Certificate.
Court u«Hal Total. Ginerul Oyer Special Total.

3,933 109,157 113.U90 3.882 92 116,285 1:0,359
From this it appears that, for your own base and

vindictive purposes, you nave falsely placed the
number or convictions returned by me below the
real number, as follows:.

r.Amount "rtmi lly returned by me..,
Ojurls of Heeord. Special Seaiiuiif).

Oyer and Terminer 92
General Sessions 3.0H2 116,285

4,07*
Amount st ated by you 3,39.1 109,157
Dlflerenco between your
statement and the truth... 141 7.128
Total 7,269
This statement of my returns, as certified to bv

the Secretary of State, conloiins in all respects to
my charges, which 1 find by my bills were as lol-
lows:.
1859.lteturm for quarte.- ending April 1 4,113

Keturus (or quarter ending June SO 4,vi|i
lieiurus ior i|iiai tor ending .-euteinber 30 6,320
Return, ior quarter ending December 31 4,!>Jo

Total 19,MO
1S63.He turns Cor quarter ending March 31 4,^'»5

Keturns tor quarter ending June 30 0,055
Iteiurna lor nunncr-midlng September 30 7,Sol
ltetuius lor quarter ending January 1 0,423

Total 23.319
1861. lieturns for quarter ending April 1 5,631

Keturns ior quarter ending July 1 6,.'>0l
hoturii.s lor quarter en.hug October 'l 7.194
Ueiuru* ior quarter ending December 31 6,942

ToUl 25,318
The number ior 185'J being exactly what 1 re¬

turned. and those oi trie two lollowing years aggre¬
gating slightly less than the uumber I returned.

Tin; roues col'ut KErcKXs.
Alter 1861. v:-e compensation lor returns from

Police Courts u?viag been reduced to vjjv cents,
while tuat lor r turns irom the other criminal
courts remained a tiity cents, the price previously
paid ior both, my nils were necessarily divided.
These nave already been published lu the Times of
September 17, ls"4, probably at your instance, aud
although they contain many ertois In copying, as
to other items, as lar as tats matter is concerned,
were, 1 believe, correctly printed. Uy reference
to these it will plainly appear that while tbe vast
majority ol names returned by me to the secre¬
tary oi State as haviug been convicted in the
Special Sessions were realty convicted in the
Police courts, and were only included In the re¬
turn oi convictions at special Sessions to comply
with the provisions ot tne act of 1*61, declaring
that ior thts purpose the Police courts should be
deemed Courts oi Special Sessions, yet i hat In
making out my bills 1 was careiui to make a dis¬
tinction between them. For convenience of refer¬
ence i give the lollowing summary of these bills:.

Oeneral awl Polire
1885..Quarter ending. Sj>»cial Muni. Courts.
March 31 506 1,748
J una 30 7U5 2,.'£>7
September 30 1,163 3,545
December 3i 937 3.200
Totals 3.401 10,810

General and Spseial sessions 3,461
Grand total 14.371

Central and Special Sessions Police
1866..Quarter ending. and o. and T. Courts.
At a i'" I) 31 072 2,820
JM ».... S.SI4
t»H.ciuojr 30 946 3.9,'7
December 31 85J 2.W4
Totals 3,642 13,603

Oeneral and special Sessions and Oyer and Ter¬
miner 3.642

Grand total..... 17,-47
General and Sjiieial Setsions Police,1337..Quarter ending. una O. und X. Courts.

Maroh 30 893 3,702
June 30 f 891 4.2.11)
Septeuiuer 30 803 £>,"96
December 31 725 3 790

totals 3.310 16,817Oeneral and Special Sessions uud Oyer and Ter-
miner 3,319
Grand total 10,163
You were lamiliar with these bills, in tact you

borrowed them irom tne Comptroller in August
last, aud 1 believe still have them lu your posses¬
sion. You were lamiliar with the act oi l8ol. tor
you expressly reier to it in your letter, aud yet
you have the mendacious uudacity to ignore the
existence oi any couvictious be.ug returned or
charged lor irom Police courts, and by branding
mc as having returned 10,422 convictions irom tho
Courts ot Kecord and 109,157 irom the Special ses¬
sions, strictly so calied, and publishing the con¬
vict.ous in tne two latter courts alone as benu
but '22,23u, assert and claim that you have proved
the (inference, amounting to 05,014, is frauuuicut.
The scandalous character of this stateinen. can be
best understood oy the loiiowing comparison be¬
tween the charges contained 111 my bills during
the jears 1386, lsttn aud 1867 (When these convic¬
tions Acre, ior cue Urst time, separated), and the
figures you give as obtained irom tne records:.

Jly Charges in ' villained in Xvur Fiyut r.< as Obaiiied
My liilU. frum (Ac lUcurdt,

Oenirnl nnd
Special iSm*
mutt an'I oy- Cuurtt
er thin Tei- l'olic* uj lie- Special
mintr, Cuurtt. Total. coal. titmioni. Tut-il.

lS«i 3.4SI 10,310 1 1.2/1 MS x.'Mi
1m)0 a.i-U I3,uui 17,Ai 7&j 2,IMS 8,732
IS.,7 a,Sil» lci,S47 2 ¦.IMS VtJ 2,SS» .\6M
TowU.t0.422 4I.JU2 6l,l)fl 2,111 8,735 10,Slil

Amount charged hv mo a* conviction* in the over
miu terminer, Umierai uu>l special dur¬
ing this period 10,422
Dut'eience in niy favor 4.4

A sllAMKt.K.SS KHALI).
la tills connection it uiav 0c will to mil your

attention t<> a .NOainflos irau<l" upon your
part in regard to these ligures. You expressly re-
ler t<> the resolution oi tiie supervisors, Uxiuif t no
Siierid's compensation ..at h.ty cents tor convic¬
tion* reported irom the oyer and Terminer, and
General and special tedious, .' and by ilio pre¬
ceding UKures snow tnat, according to your own
compilations iroin tne records oi these Courts, 1
Was euiitleu tod ai ize ior lo,S4o convictions dur¬
um tne years lsa-i. lsuu and ld:>7. Vet. tu spue of
tins, .toil insert tne lollowniii iu your la ».!« under
die iieau "Amount oi fiundcr." viz. "i.xceM of
convictions Charged Oy you (me) during your (tuy)
second term, at liny cents over tfie number showu
by tne court records:."
('harxo.l by you uae S10.422
Sluiwu tiy conn record* .Ill
Heliw an dut ja ol 8,3 1 1
Alt hough, in order to do tms, yon have to omit

entirely the convictions in tlic .^penai sschsIoiis,
wiitca jour own letter concedes 1 aui enatleu to
Ciiarge lur, and Winch your own ilauros show
amount to S.i.ij. and tnu« endeavor to convince
ti e public that l have swmUieu the county uy over-
churning lor »,ail convictions u. mi/ ceuis each,
whereas a comparison oi itiv hills witn your
figures show that l h*ve charged ior42>le*s con*
viciious tnan, according to tne rt cords oi tuo
Court!), I was untitled to,
lu auditiuu, jrou pat uowa as "excess et minor

convictions received by you (me] being those in

Police t'ourt* 4l,?62Shown by conrt record *. i',7 ,s

Excess 35,-2?
which, at twelve unit a lull cents eich, amountsto $4,oe» b"," and as-,eri mat tins is a "irauU'1
u on my part.

in muer worm, you take the 8, T 3 convictions,winch vour own table shows were ieud"ied in meSpecial Sessions, and tor waicli you aiJnm wasentitled to charge Hiry cents eacn, uud assumethat they, and they only, are tlio returns lor : hi;police courts, fur wincii my charge was 121, centseach. an. upon ilns i>usw assert that 1 h.uv made
uu overcharge oi iio/ii'.' cuuvietions, although iu
every one oi my bttls, during in> »4><-und term, :li<;
charges lor tnu returns troui the Special Sessions
were distinctly separated irom those for the ;>olicucourts. The only recognition you jjive to the \-
istence ol .such a thin:* as a police court at all, t-t
your statement that "a lew ol the ummr convie-
tions hi tlie police courts may uot be included,"and that a deduction oi ti lew hundred dollars lor
convictions in police courts mar possibly be ul*
owed me.

MAYOK UAVKMKVElt KNiiW BETTER.
You Knew better than that when you wrote It.

Vou cannot have lived as long ax you have In the
city oi New York without knowing mat ttiere are
almost ten tunes as many convictions in police
courts as in the oy* r atut Terminer audOeneiai
and special Sessions combined. v> oy, the police
arrests in tue city oi New yoiK during the period
you reier to were us lodows:.
Year etiduift October 31, 185S) ..Y'eur enuiTitf October 31. Istiu
Year eu.ilnir October 31, 1S61

lotul ituruirf iuy tlrst term
Year ending October 31, ImT>
i.-ar ending October Si. -tk»
Year ending October 31, 13,7
Total during my second term

Grand total 4*J,360
Where were the petty offences that constituted

the vast majority oi tuese cases trieu, 11 not m the
Police Court,-)' You would lain have the publicbelieve that the total convictions 111 the criminal
courts 01 the city o! New York during the years
lbo'J, '00, 'til, 'bo, 'tid ana 'ti" were but, iu
iact, you sav tuere "cannot be many" more, and
are ouly willing to allow me a few Hundred ao.lars
lor collecting the statistics required by the stat¬
ute and returning them 10 the Secretary 01 stale.

A COMPARISON WITH UllOOKLYK.
Yet iu trie neighboring city ol Brooklyn the cou-

victiona, as reported t>y tne different 8he litis of
that county, compared with mine, were as fol¬
lows

Courts of Rtcord. &p*dul SUtriunr.
I S5D Ni> return. ll.US'J
l.MiU 357 1S.IV.I61.-4J5 s11
IKtiil il lti.l3o1SH7 21S 14 434

Totals 71S
Ueing about twice what you allow lor New York,

although the latter contaius a vastly greater and
more turbulent population. Why you should have
been guilty ol so grossly misstating the facts la
legaru to this matter is a mystery, particularly as
the truth could have been ascertained without
very treat difficulty, Prom the iact that vou, al¬
though proles ing to be a "Hie-long democrat,"
"an earnest supporter of Silas Wright. Samuel
Young and Michael lioffman," should speak oi my
having a "low beginning" and of "iuy class,"
that you cauuot distinguish between an at¬
tempt to punish Police commissioners who
nave violated the election law and made a per¬
sonal attack upon yourself, and trorn your general
extraordinary couduct while in ottice. 1 should
judge mat your mind must be aomewnafaffected.
Yet your letter shows such ability iu collecting
uud dlstoriiug iacis, and ussertlng lalsenooda
that l am uuaole to accrtoe to you even mis poor
excuse, anu can oniv account tor it to a com¬
bination 01 malignity, sell conceit uud uud advice,
lou next attack me because, in my returns of
convictions from the police courts (which are in¬
cluded under the head 01 "returns irotu the speo-
lal Sessions," as above stated) 1 placed the pro¬
portion oi females, us regards mans, anil 01 Irisu,
iu respect to natives 01 other countries, mucn
higher tnati 1 did in my returns oi convictions
lroni Courts of Record, and give as a reason tout 1
"uiatiuiactured the statistics," the assertion being
made with the particular view to injuie
me in the estimation of tne race lroin which
1 sprang. 11 the lacts were us you
pretend that there were no suet: names and no
such convictions, is it not evident that 1 would
have beeu particular to ina*e the lrauuulent re¬
turns coutorm closely to the genuine, and is not
the variance between them in ltseif a prooi of
their being c rrectr But, without arguing the
matter, it is enough to say that lit this particular,
us 111 every other assertion contained iu your let¬
ter, you maliciously assert a wtiuil anil deliberate
untrutn. A chief magistrate oi a city like New
York, even although he considers It beneath his
dignity to read tne newspapers, shouid surely
know that females are seldom guilty 01 the limber
grades of crimes, such as ure tried in courts of
Record, but thai in large cities the number 01
lemales convicted of tne various description of
minor oUeu.-es coming undei the definition of
"disorderly conduct and vugrancy," and which
are disposed of in 1'ollce Courts, is, unhappily,
very large.

TUE IRISH BIRTH QUESTION.
Tlie same Is the case us to cue crimes committed

by cause 01 Irish birth. Impulsive and pussiouate.
iliey are upt to be guilty of disorderly conduct and
to L>e brought bclore a police court; i>ut the
crimes that involve dishonesty or morul turpi¬
tude, auu which are heard betore tlie liijihor
courts, are much more rare uuioug tfiem. llius,
in the report if itie Uoura 01 1'oilce lor tlie year
endlti,i October ai. 1858, when l was not tihonir,
the total arrests were Riven as.mules, 42,81)1;
Ituialea, is, 604. Total, t>l,4o&.

Hole*. Female*
Disorderly conduct o,8ri<i 3,145
lutuxioulvu ana disorderly conduct. &,<?17 3,652
VttKrwncy. 1,244 1,683
Aud out of 75,37o persons arrested to that year

in New York, aud the preceding uiue mouths in
iiruoklyu, 44, ~>h~ are reported as born lu Ireland.
As u an tlier instance to the same ertect, by the
report oi the Commissioners oi charities, it ap¬
peals that tue total commiuneuts to the Institu¬
tions uuuer their charge during 1867, were 47.133,
ot which 17,850 were males auu I2,t>oo females, aud
<21,070 were of Irish birth. The loiiowlng table,
taken lrom the oitlcial teporis of the becretary of
State, shows that tue surne rule applies to the
county of Kln^s:.
r-Coiivictiont in uU the CoueUl/., ^Conviction» in the Sperial.

L'ourte of lit.urd. Sm-tO/iein J3ruuJ:lunOiili/.
Male». Pm'». fru>h. Total. Malts. Fm't. Iritk. 'JoUi'.

1859...No report ot Sheriff. 7,049 S.iQi 4.ii79 11.U39
1 60.. .48 9 lus 357 9,568 3,5J8 2.057 l'i.Wd
I8i<5. 72 2U 27 92 15,971 8,718 b,075 21,.9 1
IsOO. 1*0 111 51 150 iu..7ii 5,?19 4.50 lb, 45.*
lu conclusion I would state that while I am as

conscious as any oue of tue obligation which 1 owe
to those or my race, that tuey would oe the last to
ask or expect me to lalsiiy the records to couceal
a tact, your next attach Is lor overcharge in
conveying prisoners. As in your assertions m re-
lutiou to the teturus to the secretary ol swate,
you lu tins matter practically omit the persona
committed lrom the police courts, although you
pretend to give them. During my flrsc term yoa
admit that I charged for 448 less than i wus enti¬
tled to. lu my second term. however, you allege
ihoie was au enormous overcharge, as shown w
the lono wing table contained la your letter:-*

Black- JJuutt
General Special at tie of Com .

Settiom. Hettione.lelun(L Mvuge. thiUed. Charged.
1365 *64 1.92/ 65J t5 2,416 5,247
liii* 165 1,949 19 122 2,555 U.uid
Is07 186 1 901 IS 121 2,226 6,»51

Touu..lo4 5J77 "jS "sm TTn i7,si6
Deduct number committed 7,397
Balance 10.442

Allow uiklltional tor polioe courts l^OUJ
Number fraudulently charged tor 9,443
Fo r the police courts you a:low the beggarly

number 01 i,ouo, und calmly assert "that that is at
least double the actual deficiency.''

TUE HOUSE OK HKl'Cvi E.
The figures you give In regard to the House of

Reluge are of course all wrong; I have in my pos¬
session an ottlcliU certitlcatc of the prisoners re¬
ceived at the House oi Keiuge, of which the iol-
lowing is an abstract:.

1865. 18b6. 1367. Total
Number received. 4.0 47J 3s3 l.*73

'Ihe aggregate you put in your table for tins
period is 328. The reusou lor this, as I am m-
lornicd, is that wuen on Septemour 3 you wrote
to the iuBtituiion tor tueir figures you only asked
ior the number of boys committed, beiug appar¬
ently in ignorance that the lustuutiou received
both K>ris und boys, out even here you nave blun¬
dered 111 your figures. The loilowuig is u state¬
ment tnkca irom my books, showing the numiier
01 prisoners who were convicted uurtng my last
term, und who were committed to the Sheriff to
be conveyed, aud were conveyed lu ine puces to
wuicn they were Renteuced: .

Peniten* i/oute uf JurtuUe irorHc- Citj
t«xrjj. Heiut/e. A'Vium. Itoukc. Prieoiu Total.

18.15 l,o/0 430 638 3.1&3 3.4
i>60 1,982 478 M4 3.. ,03 1>9 0,09)
lt07 1,1193 35J 715 3,18^ 171 U.I2J
Totals. 5,3tJ 1,^73 1,797 !>,71U ijni M,80#
The evidence of these commitments lire in my

poa taaion. i nave rcceipta ior tuoM sent to the
i'eiuteutiary ami House oi Keiuge. lu additiou it
appears by tno report oi tue Comuilasiouers of
lijui nies and Correction that the loltowmg per-
sons were received by tnetu during this period: .

Wurtlhk of W irk
Pttilte.ittu.ru* house.

18f5 1.J7U 1I.M3
1 Ik. 1.978 l-',4l I
180, 2,315 15.QUO
Totals 5.101 38,524
M> charge was iiasad upon the number of tnose

wuo alter conviction were plaecu )>y law lu my
custouy as bucrul, und ior nou.: otner. '1 hey Were
curried by mj deputy aud I was respouslule ior
tuem una entitled to charge lor their conveyance.

THK CONVEYANCE FEES.
The largest nuiuuero. tiie«e prisoners were cou-

vlcteii bv the poilce courts, uuo your ilAii.g the
number at 1,000 would be preposterous 11 it was
not stated maliciously, tine word us to my lees
lor tins service. Yuu admit that loug oelore my
accession to otilce compeusatiou oi t.ie sheriiT lor
currying prisuuers liao been ilxed at seven y-flveceut« each, the uinount which I received tiur-
iiu my llrst term, ou k that during my
second term, "without, tue H.i^hti-st w .. rrant
irohi «uy sourcc," » aud tue auouoly louu.trgcdouble tne previous lar^e rate, aud received $1 oo
for each prisoner.a rule whtcti two yearsaud tnree mouths uiterward I increased
to $1 76. As you state yo.i "are uu law-
.vur," you seem to consider youried iree
to mane any atitrtiona u regard to

the law which may strike jour iancy. It is cor-
tuiuly singular ttmt \ou should be the first to dis¬
cover that the Hoard or supervisor*, m auditing
Sheriffs mMs, iii they have dune ior mauy year*
without any q lies' Ion, ware exercUirg a power
noi authorized ov law : bin then > on arc cele¬
brated lor doiug 'tuunlur rhlugH. Iii lacr, li w<>ulii
upbear ironi tie min ders you make in ynw quota-
nous irom the 8iuruii .sa.inl allusion* to decisions
not to be lo tt nil iu tne Oi.oks, tnat you liave pre¬
pared yourseh i< r your attack on me bv me peru-
k.iI 01 some such w tVc as ..Every Man Him Own
Lawyer.'* Prooably It you tia t conferred with a
lawyer beiore taking siicii a step, lie woulU nave
suynested to you the proverb tlr.it "lie who is his
own lawyer has a loot tor Ills client."

THK LAW AS til SUi:i(IFK'.S t'EES.
The following Is a briei statement oi the law in

recant to rue tees ol' the sheriff:.
H> the HeVisvd Matures a Edmonds, P- 'U7I

It is provided that the loilowuiur snail tie eounty
charge* ..-. the compensations <»t sherUW tor
tne c< itnr.'i 1 ui'-iit urm discharge of prisoners lu
crimtiiul processes. * * * o. * * * reason¬
able compensation to constables anil other officers
ior executing process <>q persons charged with
criminal otlences, lor services anil expenses in
conveying pi issuers to jail * » * and lor other
services in retattou in eriiiiiaal proceedings lor
which no -pcciHc compensation is prescribed by
law. u. The expenses incurred bu ttle support of
persons churned or convicted of crime. * * *

7. Moneys necessarily expended bv auv county
officer in executlinr the duties oi his office in cases In
Which no specific compensation is provided by law."
Mich n ceo mis to be presented t»> the Hoard of
Supervisors aud audited bv them. Also i2 Kd-
mends' K. s., 666).For m viiii; nottcc of uuygeneral or special election, ji ior each town or
ward in the county, aud tue expense oi publish¬
ing; lor anv services which mav be rendered by a
constable, the same ices us are allowed by law ior
such services to a constable; for sutnmoulng con¬
stables to >»ttenii the Supreme Court or auy other
court, nfty cents ior each constable. Also (J id.,
77M.For every person commuted to prison,
thirty -seven ana a hali cents, and a like sum for
each person discharged ; ior summouiug a Hi aud
Jury, £10; tnr couveyinir prisoners to House or
Keiu/c, such sum as shall be allowed bv ttie mi-
pervl-ors. (Laws ot l-oa, chap. 254. p. 65a.)
"The Board oi Supervisors uiav allow such lur-

tlier compensation ior the service of process, Ac.,
as they may deem reasonable, tor otner services
in criminal eases, lor winch no compensation is
specially prescribed oy law. such sum as the Board
ot Supervisors of the county may allow."

THK SUMMONING OK Jt'llOllS.
The Revised Statutes, purl 3, can pier 7, title 4.

article 'J, section 21 (p. 698, 5th Edmonds),
provide ior tue summoning ot Jurors by
the otiicers now required bv law to
serve them. Sections no and 109 (p. 718)
make this t tie duty ol tue Sherul nor, only
in criminal, but in civil cases, upeeilying the Cir¬
cuit court, superior Court, Court oi Common
Plena and General Sessions. Section llo also
makes tills the Sheriff's duty. No statutory rate
seems to be fixed ior this service. Tue sum of
fifty cents to be collected of the attorney (3 K. S.
.Ju.j; 5 Kduioniis), cannot be the only
compensation contemplated, as the Sheriff is
also to suiiimou jurors ior the Oyer and
Terminer and Oeueral Sessions. anil If
he is entitled to chat ire lor one he is ior the other.
His compensation, tuereiore, is to bo ilxed,
audited aud allowed by the Hoard or Supervisors,
as they have done lor the past thirty years, under
the powers given t Item, (l K. S. 848, 855,
.'j li. p. 1,040, sec. 'J.) in the case oi
the supervisors oi Onondaga vs. Hrlggs (2 benlo.,
41.), wnere a District Attorney was charged witn
procuring irom the Supervisors lees not author¬
ized by law, Chiei Justice Hrousou held thai "ior
certain services the legislature has given to otii¬
cers a specified ice, and tlie.v are lorbiuiien to take
more, isut when no fee lias been prescribed by
taw the Legislature has not undertaken to say
how much or how little shall be charged lor any

i service which may be rentereu." In the case of
the People ex rel. Hiltou, against the Super¬
visors oi Albany Couuty (Li Wendell's Hep.,
p. -07) , It was decided that wtieu
any duty was imposed upon a couutyotticer bv the Legislature He was entitled
to a reasonable compensation, to be audited by
the Hoard of Supervisors. Chief Justice savage
said "Tne performance ol the duty may be, and
generally must i>e, attended with expense, aud
there is no reason wny the officer should lose both
lus time and his money without just compensa¬
tion. It is very probable, too, that the reason
way no fixed cum was given was tnat the Legis¬
lature knew the prulcinle upon wUich tn;* courts
Had acted, and thouirnt that Justice would be bel¬
ter nuue Oy leavillir the amount Of the compensa¬
tion to the Supervisors tnan by giviUK a gross
sum.* which iu some cases might be liberal aud In
others totally inadequate," t.dlowing the rule laid
down in Hrlt&ht Vs. Supervisors oi Chenango
County, (18 Johnson's Hep.. -14.) In the very
case of People ex rel. Hall vs. SJnpervlsoia
oi New l'ork (32 N. V., 475), where the county was
held liable Ior my lees for serving the papers iu
Wacuronry'B excise cases, the Court oi Appeals
heid that each county was chargcanle. in the
aoseuce of any provision ior specific compensa¬
tion, with the moneys necessarily expended oy
auy county otllcer In executing the duties of Ins
oillce, and tnat expenditures were necessary
when they were reasonable, appropriate and cus-

! touiary in the discharge or the particular official
duly.

Till: BOARD OF SUPERVISOR*.
Whea my bills were sent iu to die Board of

Supervisors either 1 or my under suerlir mvari-
abiy went bciore theiu and explained tue different
charges contaiueu iu mum, so that in auditing
uiy claims tiiey knew exactly wnat tney were
lounded upou. As was decided by Judge Uronson *1
iu Supervisors oi Ouondaga couury vs.
Brlggs, above mentioned, they were ap¬
pointed lor the purpose ui deciding wlietlier
tue ehuriies came wltnin cue statute, aud
their determination is a conclusive adjudication
upon the noiut. I Indignantly deny tue lumnua
tiou that. 1 was in collision witli the supervisors,
or any of them, at any tnue, or ttiat 1 used any
improper influences to procure pay meat oi my
Inii.s, aud tleiy jou or any one eise to produce tue
slightest proot oi it. The deduction of $2,660 irom
my bill for September 30, lsuu, was made because
tiie records oi tlie convictions irom the lower
Courts Had nor ueen ilicd witli the Clem oi tue
General sessions, a matter over whl6u I had uo
control. Tue position which you iake iu regaru to
the construction oi section U of title 8, chapter 2.
l*art iv. of the Revised Statutes (2 tduionda,
777 et seq.), quoted by you at length,
is erroneous. The "preceding sections" therein
mentioned have no reference to Sheriff, conse¬
quently that section has uo effecr. lour position
that there is no authority lor the payment by the
Hoard oi supervisors oi the Sheriff's uiits of this
county lor these services is ridiculous. The prac-
tice, as you yonrseli admit, has lasted in most in¬
stances ior over thirty years, aud existed through-
out the state. It is not only sanctioned by toug
usage, bttt is the lair aud reasonable construction
oi tue law, ana it win take something more tnau
your mere assertion to establish the contrary. The
reason why an increased compensation was allowed
was oovious. The lee oi »uveaty-ava cents was
fixed thlrty-iour years previously, in the
meantime values hud changed greatly. Thirty-
lour years airo the .unyor's salary was
anout $2,000; uow I believe your various salaries
amount to some $12,000. Labor that iu 1821 cost
but $1 lu lgiip commanded Ave tluies that sum.
For the conveyance 01 some ol these prisoners I
paid to my deputy as lilgu as $1 eucu; aud the Su¬
pervisors accordingly raised tue compensation, us
they uad a legal rUiut to do. so tar irom being
exorbitant, tue rate paid by the State ior all pris¬
oners convoyed to JUlackweu's Island upou convic¬
tions exceeding a year was $2 60 ior each prisoner.
Iu regard to my charges ior cummltmenis aud dis¬
charge o. prisoners, upon wnich you lay such
stress, the lacta are as lollows: -

Tllli COMPTUOLLKK TROUBLE.
Unon my hrat election a3 Slierur 1 was advised

by my counsel that 1 was cutuied to make uus
cnarge, as had beeu done by my predecessor.
Under tins advice I inserted the charge in uiy
bill, which was paid by comptroller Haws. Upon
the presentation 01 my next bill ihe comptroller
declined to pay this item, acting under the advice
01 counsel. 1 took the payment of the remainder
under protest, but tiuailv, as I wanted noti.lng
aoout wiilcn n lair question could be raised, de¬
cided that l would not insert it ugaiu lu my bills,
although my counsel were positive In their
opinion that it was a charge 1 was en¬
titled to make. Mv successor, Mr. Lynch,
regmarly Inserted tills charge in his bills
duung nis term of otllce. Mr. Haws declined
to pay I11111 as lie hart uie, and Lyucu took the
money uudei protest, subsequeutiy he succeeded
111 recovering the money irom the county, thus re¬
ceiving pavment for the wnole amount, some
$61,00o. It 1 had done this.and mere was no
reason wn v I should not. 1 »houiu have received
at least $loo,uoo more Irom tlie county than!
actua.iv did.

1HH VKTIT LAHCKNY CIIARQE.
You are pleased to assert tuat 1 nave been guilty

of petit larceny in charging tlity cents ior sum¬
moning constables to attend tiie sessions oi Hie
Oyer aud Terminer, it is nardly necessary to
state that you are wrong in regard to every
det.uil in this matur also, lht* \ ouit 01 Oyer
it mi Terminer is uoi a continuous court, but
only inlets at intervals. The law provides mat.
the Sheriff suall summon consumes to attend it,
and ilXes their compensation at 31 6u a nay and
li.s at Uny cents ior eat 11 mail lie summons. Tlie
Court specifies tin; number required and the
Sheriff nus t > luruish tiieni. As tnere were uo
constables 111 New York while 1 was Sheriff 1 had
to hud men ; aud to insure some responsibility
upou their part, as ttull as to aivc ttieui tue neces¬
sary power, 1 made tueiit special deputies, nils
wns no Innovation upou uiy part, nut hati oeea ior
years the practice ot my predecessors, Urser and
Wiilett. aud warranted oy lu>v. No one bur,
yourself would attempt to stigmatize it us
a iraud, and iou know you are not
tcllinif the tiiith when >ou say so. You
inase as a lurtner cliur«.' against me that 1 have,
witli"ut auttiorny 01 law or usage, overchatgeu
$24 26 ior serving notices upou newspapers.
Without ^oltig lulo particulars luto tno matter I
assei t that my bins were correct in ail respects
ami warranted by law, aud would refer you to
a i(. s., sec. 3. 026, chap. 430, Laws isao, p 697;
Crocker oil Slienris, i,U7 ; People ex rei. Hilton vs.
Supervisors 01 Albany, 12 Wend., 267.

simmoninu ftrir .hroks.
Your next auactw upon mo is iu relation to my

charxes lor summoning petit jurors. Here uiso,
1111 iiotiuh uo la'\jer, you nave no hesitation in as

St-rting that no provision ol law whatever exists
for compensation in such cases, aldioinrii you
aiiiuit tuat ever since 1*43 tlie power has been
regmarly exercised bv ihe Hoard 01 supei-

1 visors, 'who have allowed $lo ior each ^anet
(itieii consisting of thirty-six aud Muce lu-
creased to uny) and 'weuty-flve ceuH each
ior extra jurors. As you make no charge ugaiust

I ma for rnjr fees toe suiuaHMung petit jurorsm we

Marine Court because it was done by my pred#ces-
sor, although you assert Ins action to have been "a
clear robbery oi the County Treasury," l will pain
by that w.tn the ainirle remark that iuv conduct lu
ttiis particular was nased up<>u a writtea opinion
l»v eminent counsel, still itt my posaenatou, anil
dated April 29, ISM). You a. unit, however, tnat al¬
though my predecessor charged rilty cents for tins
service 1 charged but thirty and in 1S67 tlnrtjr.Hve
cents. For your caution iu thla respect you more
tliau make up when you conn: t i >p.-aw ui the
jurors xuuinmued fu the Oyer and Teminer. and
jiarticuiurly of "extra Jurors. " Ai to tne latter,
vou assert "that oi the (Ui.sul extra jurors
lor which I was paid during my tw.j
terms of office "not one of theiu had
auy existence, and the charge lor them
was merely a oareiaced rami." Tills I indig¬
nantly denounce as .t oarefaced lalxemxni. l.very
Iuror lor whom I charged was regularly dr .wu,
and i stand prepared to produce lite tuiue. lu'.er
the wholesale aisttui oi excuses prevalent 111 tne
courts prior to 1870 the first panel oi juors was
boon exhausted in civd as well as in criminal
court*. Au "extra pauei" would then be ordered,
returnable sometimes the very next day. These
had to be summoned id leu lu ureal haste,
tue entire lorce of my office being neauentiy at
work until late at night. Yet you conflue your
statements as to the jurors lor which 1 was
entitled to charge lor the General ses¬
sions of Oyer and Terminer and Marine
Court, aud, with your usual lacility lor
tilunueriug. omit all relerence to tue
various civil courts, as 11 they never had atty
Jurors. I nave a certificate iroiu the County
Cieik that the nooks in his office are defective as
to petit jurors summoned lu lsj9. istiu and isol.
The panels tu the office of the Commissioner of
Jurors tor the entire Jury year, whicti runs from
October to October, ior some courts are also deiec-
tive ; consequently the figures you nave obtained
iruui tnese offices are utterly worthless as evi¬
dence as to the number oi Jurors drawn «v me. 1
have lu my books copies oi ail panels drawn by
me. with iho nauie aud residence of each iuror and
now he was served. The following 1* »i taoiu of the
number of panels, as well as petit Jurors sum¬
moned atid charged lor by mo in lstiS, lMit; and
lso;, and also of those appearing by the records of
tne County cleric, as certified by him:.

draws axd cuakoku dy inc.
Panels ot grand jurors TO
J'aiK-is ut uetit iuror* 66i

Total panels 0. 2
Number of petit Jurors 63.09J

OKUT1KUD TO «r COl'XTT LTKUK.
Panel* of gram! Jurors 71
Panels of petit jurors SiW

Total panels 037
Xuuiber ol petit urors

THE U1UXD Jt'UY CUAKGE.
Tnis disposes of aoout all your allegations in re¬

gard to jurors. Your assertion that a Sheriff can
oniy charge ior u t.raud Jury, not a panel, is with¬
out authority, iiy order of tue Court tue Snertff
summons thirty-six men to serve as (iiand Jurors,
lor which he is paid $10. if the legal number are
not sworn tu, eltner oecause they are excused t.y
the presiding Judge or do not attend, the Court
orders tne Sheriff to summon a new panel. Can
there be auy doubt tnat he is entitled to be paid
lor doing so? Certainly no one but yoursell ever
thought there was any question about it. These
Charges were the same in ail respects as made by
my predecessor, with tnu exception that in istj7,
the last year I was in oihce, the Board oi supervi¬
sors increased tue compensation trom thirty to

! thirty-five cents, which, as it occurred when con-
j nollv was comptroller, you attempt to insinuate
; was done througn him, although you cauuot but

know he had nothing to do with it. in remird to
the siatute teierrea to in your letter as io paying
lor Juro s not. personally served, us usual you
have misquoted its provisions. Wnile the act
of 1333 makes U the duty of ail clerks of
courts to certiir to the Supervisors when
the majority oi a panel is not personally
served, and in Which case only no lees are to be
allowed the Sheriff, the act has always been con¬
strued to apply only to tue criminal courts, and,
according to the best luiorniaiion I can obtain,
there is uo instance known where any clerk oi
auy court but the Central Sessions and Oyer and
Termiuer has made such a report, lu the case of
the regular panels, wneti the fuii time was gtven
to the ahettff. a majority ol the jurors were In¬
variably personally served. But iu the huste re¬
quired in suuimouiug extra jurors it was impossi¬
ble to make personal service, aitiiough the fee re¬
ceived by the deputies employed was double when
personal service was made, having been
increased by me lor this purpose. This
was uot the Sheriff's fault. lor he
was but obeying tne orders, oi the Court, and, as
this was well known, the stringent rule of tne
statute was not oniorced. I have not charged
ior 713 more panels, as you allege, or for any other
number .than were drawn. 1 ou have omitted from
your statement the panels actually drawn ior the
civil Courts.

THE BZBCl'TION FF.E3.
You also wiliuily misrepresent 1110 la regard to

my charges tor capital executions in iny second
term or office, us compared wicii iny first. A gri'Ut
deal ot the difference arisen irorn the great in¬
crease of values caused by the war. For tue saute
scaffold, which includes a large platiorm and par¬
tition, that cost $32 77 it. 18W, 1 paid Samuel
AIKUUOO flVl 07 111 1SG7, for which 1 have ins re¬
ceipt, as 1 have tor all the other disbursement*
cnarged tor In my bills, and which you and tbe
public can inspect at any time at my office. My
charge lor the board oi prisoners is open to no
criticism. Many oi these remained on in.v hands
lor a ions time alter their sentence.Friery lor
a year and a half, Ferris a little longer, O'Brien
lor nine months anu Wanner lor seven. During
tills period it was customary, as it was Humane,
to ailow them better foou than ordinary prison
fare. 1 paid Mrs. Kostet, the I'ricou Matron '$1 a
ditv each tor their board, lor which 1 have her re¬
ceipts, the following oeing a tanle of the amounts
paid tor aud during eucu quarter

BUAltl) Of' PKISONEKS t'NDKlt SENTENCE.

Apr. 1, J iiiii Ml. {sept. 3J. Lie*- 31. Mar. 31. Juh' MI.
R. Lamb.... 8 uo 91 co 9J uo yj «*» 9J uu 32 uu
B. Frierv...3C (0 91 OJ 92 00 9.' UO i)0 IW 91 0s»
K Ferris. ...20 00 91 0J 92 00 92 UJ SUM) 91 00
U. Walter... 39 00 91 00 12 00 . .

Q. Waguer.. . . . 60 00 7.8 UU 9100
J. Hactett. . . . . 1U UJ 90 UJ 91 U0

Totals.. ..112 UO 364 00 2$liU) 352 0J i&4 UJ 396 00
1860. 1867..>

Seo(. Dee. March. June Sept.
B. Frtery f48 00 . . . .

Extra 20 37 5 U0 . . .

Frank f errls 93 U0 IV u) . . .

Ueoigo Wagner 92 uo 92 uu 59 UJ . .

fcxtra . . 730 . .

Jeremiah U'Brlen . 39 00 89 00 91 U) 30 50
txtra . . . . 2 00

CharlM Monell . . . f9 UU 5 uu
Maarlce Uinergan.... . . . 11 00 .

Total* >232 37 146 00 189 SO 171 00 46 £0
Total amount paid ia lstti. ISOCand 1867 $2,754 37
These men could not be trusted with razors, and

tbev were thereiore shaved by a barber, and the
bills presented to and paid by me monthly, which
accounts tor tbe charge under tbat head. From
toe suicide or McDonald and attempted suicide of
Gordon 1 established the practice or watching
each prisoner day and night lor twelve days be-
lore Ills execution, Which accounts lor my charge
for watchers. For myself I was compelled, in ad¬
dition to attending: me execution, to remain in
court during tbe trial, on one occasion being
obliged to be there every day tor several weeks
aud to visit tne prison irequently. Tue charge I
made lor my own lee was less than suerltts
in other counties were charging, and
the Board of Supervisors, in whose dis¬
cretion the whole matter was placed by law.
a fact as to whlcu you Beem to be in ignorance.
In auditing my bills uecidod them to be proper.
Would any reasonable aimi say tne charge was too
much? You do not appear to agree with the Leg¬
islature as to the necessity ot there being any
jurors or witnesses summoned to witness any ex¬
ecution. and thereiore assert tnat because, in ac¬
cordance with the requirements of the law, 1 dul
sumuiun tliem, as all sueriffs do, it was a 11 aud lor
me to charge lor the service. The law, yon assert,
sa\s the Sheriff utiall "invite"' certain officials and
other parties to be present. That there are many
who are eager to be present, and thereiore be ha*
no rlylit to charge tor his services. Does it not
seem to vuu that this proposition is hardly strong
enough to base a chatge of iraud upou?

TUE EXCISE SUITS.
As to my charges for services In serving the

papers lu the excise suits, tills Is a matter with
which your assistant, Nelson J. Waterbury, who
is using you to pull his chestnuts oat of the Ure, is
nuite laminar, lie was District Attorney at the
time the most ol litem were commenced, aud
brought them to advance his own personal ends.

a motive which, as is well known, controls nearly
everything he does. He brought these papers to
my office in large bundles, tnd emoarra-ssed my
business so much that I at one utxio peremptorily
reiused ro serve them. He insisted tnat it w.is
my duty, as Sheriff, to do so, and I was
compelled to. paying lor the services out
ot my own pocket. The propriety of the payment
of iae lees for these services having been dis¬
puted, a suit was brought, winch was carried to
the court or Appeal- aun is reported in "People vs.
Supervisors oi New Yoik" (32 New York Rep.,
473). The Court ol Appeals decided that tue
charges, not the paymen; therefor, was legal and
proper. Ttie Idea which you Have of the vast
emoluments oi tne office ol sheriff ts erroneous.
II, as voti state, the sheriff was to look alone to
his lees in eivii ca^es tor tits compensation there
would be very few candidates lor the position, aud
those elected' would soou be bankrupt. Tbe Sheriff
is obliged oy law to pcrlorni certain services,
in which he incurs very heavy responsibilities,
and is exposed to an incessant and prolonged
litigation. During my two terms mere were 7T0
law ioiu brought against me, uo;. personally, but
lu my official character, aud uot for any negligence
or delinquiucy ou tuy part, but tor doing what the
law obliged tue to do, each Involving ou the
average auont $2,ooo. Of those brought during
my tir-t term more than fllty are still alive, ns are
over a hundred and tweuty -live o I those brought
in my second term. Since tho commencement ot
these actions many ol tne bondsmen ou trie in¬

demnity boudn taken by me have become insol¬

vent, and tu consequence their responsloility is

tlirowu upon tue, and l have been already obliged
to pay considerable ou that account. For the
limit prisoners aiune ray responsioiitiy tor my first
term was $:U9,woo; tor my second term about
$683,500.

TIIK SHERIFF'S RESPONSIBILITIES.
To sum up, l estimate the rcspoustuillues I hnd

to assume as Sheriff as lollows:.
On limit prisoner* $7Si,0U0 to $1,000,000
On bond* oMnrtfinnity 1,£0J,<£W to *,WI,W'
Third party datum on replevin #W,UA) to otw.txo

Totals #2. *0,000 to $3.(OO.OuU
.lor which responsibility I received no extra cuiu-
peutsUon. tne exoeoses ot my office, over all
miowancoH Irom the county, averaged about

a y>ar. ftutt oi tuo anerui uo

set forth in ni* amdavit, hereto annexed. raarKed
H Tne receipts irom poundage (two and one-tiall
ner cent iorsum« leas tuan $250 and one ana one-
miurier ner cent on &ttuiA exctie»Jiii£ tiia-«
aiuoont), aua uyon a.i other
arer deducting the amouut paid deputies,
<1.1 iiol exceed 510,.)00 u year during ooth tny
terms Kor calendar lees ami all process paid lor
by attorney* I received fliuou a year. Kmuj r»»|
estate business not over f-,000 on rue u\eruj.t.
Kor <onvevmg ¦'state couvict* 1 received u t rty ,
the whol/aniount |»«lu "v m* Mate .jeiu^ receiveJ
bv the uebiitics performing the service. lli.H
gives the snen.rs total ...come at aud
si-.hvb t.iat 11 it wet e not lor the county bills tu
could hurdlv pa.v the running expenses of tin
office, wini»' having t<» be.a' the immense icspjusi*
bdiiv turown upon linn by law.
V ju fix tli- amouut recti vi-J by me, during i><ith iny

u-ruis. ir 'in ilir county at.. V.V *
am: .ui« that 1.1' thU I )>Ave wrongfully <«>

.nJ

leaving.... $7i>,s67 91
.or less than ili.ooo a year as iny sole 1 oiflpensii-
tiou lor enormous responsibilities 1 nan t<»
incur as Sheriff. Let me ask, what ousines-i man
would incur* liability 01 iJ.5uu.ooo, a lame part of
wnu ii, alter the expiration 01 sixteen years, sin
continues and which, lor three years alter myfirst term and seven years alter my secono
term, lias obliged tue to maintain aE
office &n<l clerks lor 'he public accotu-
laudation. at an expensJ ot at least
$8,uou. The foregoing embraces complete answers
to tile leading facts cuutained 111 your charges.They .how them to be utterly uuiounded. ana
rendsr it unnecessary that I should allude to the
other minor maueT* contained iu your tetter, to
an of which, however, I here interpose ail abso¬
lute and utuiualitlcd denial. As this letter Is not.
intended lor you, but mr the public, it Is neces-
sarr that 1 should make it as oriel as i.ossible, and
It has already outgrown iny original intention,
out your charges nave been so elaborate mat 1
was couipene 1 to answer them in detail.

lllK I'EKSOSAL ASSAL'LTS.
1 cannot close, however, without alluding to thA

personal assaults you have made upon me. ta
w'nclt I nave 110C previously reierred. It. wiien
you say that I was "oorn 01 a low beginning,' you
uiean t hut my lather was a poor man, vou are
light lor at>out the only time 111 your lengthyepisi.e. I Have never denied lr, and am u<>c
ashamed ol it. If you desire to lusiuuate that
my parents, although poor, were not re¬
spectable and honorable, you assert what is
not true, lu this connection l mlgn t ask whether
It is not t ne case tnat you yourself were not
born in affluence, bur, in connection wita your
lather lullowed in your youth the trade oi a »u^ar
baker, as 1 did chat of a mason and urate setter,
the only dinereuce between us, as f understand
your history, being that I built myself up without
t tie a lit 01 my parent.-, my lather liaviujf oicil 111
mv infancy. Horn in the city 01 .New \orlc, I nave
lived nere upwards o! ilitv-two years. During tnat
period 1 have oeeu elected by my leUow-citizens.
once as alderman, twice as a member oi Congress,
and twice as sheriff. In these positions l have
come in contact with a very large number of peo¬
ple, and am very generally kuowu thiout.n-
out 1 he city, and l tlely any one to
truthfully say that 111 any single P-'f"
ticuiar, either as a puolic officer or as a prlvatt
citizeu, 1 nave ever done auytluug of which a nun

01 the strictest integrity would not have approved.
It is not my habit or desire to speak ot injsuf,
nor wouid 1 do so were it not lorced upon me in
my endeavor to defend my character lroui the
base and uutruthtul Insinuations mat you have
Urouirht against it. But under the circumstances

I will state that 1 solemnly believe that 1 have lived
a llie, both as a public oillcer an.-, as a private
citizen, that will cause my memory 10 b«
honorably remembered when yours wiUiiave been lorgoiten, or be recalled only
t>v tho wicked lollies aud wrongs 01 winch
vou have been guiltv as a pnnlic officer.

NO QlAliKEL WITU T1IE MAYOR.
You sav that there has been enmity between 11%lor reasons winch vou set jorth. 'l'hls is incorrect.

1 have nad no quarrel with you, and have still none.
Mv proceedings against the Police Commissioners
were based upon the grounds that tuey had vio¬
lated tue puruv 01 the elective iranchlse, and my
views lu regard to tlietn have been sustained by
the Supreme Court and by the (ioveruor. 1 never
claimed that I or Mr. .Uorrlssey should have
the absolute right to name one-hall the
Inspectors or poll clerks. 1 considered and
now consider tnat tin- organization known
as Tammany Hall, being the official representativeof the democratic organization of tho Mate, was
entitled to name the mspectors and poll clerks ie-
uuired by law to be appointed on be hall 01 that
party, as I conceded the right 01 the regular or¬
ganization of me repnollcau ourty to do ine
same -a right winch was conceded to them Dy¬
vour lrieuds, Charllck and Uarduev. Jou layirreat stress upon the character ol Sheridan,
Aie you aware that the removal ot feheii>-
uan was but a siuirle one oi the crimes
wulcli *our friends, the Police Commissioner!
(whom "lor some extraordinary reason >ou =cem
to consider identical v\uli yourseli), have coin-
niltted* Conceding, lor the sake of
uient, that Sheiidau was every tniug >o«
represent, how is it about tue vcu,,"v^iol the oilier Inspectors, lor which the uraou
Jury have ludlcted these same Conituissiouersr
How did it happen that all those removals »-eiJ! <«

i inspectors representing Tainuiauy halir now
wus it mat tney were all removed in u slusle
Assembly district, when, too. the contest wa*
dououul? How was it that they were ail reiaov< d
the night previous to the election, too l»tc J »i
tnelr places to be supplied by their party'
And how was it that, in every iosiuii. e,
those who were put In taeir pl*ce» we,r«not. only men m political opposition w ,

Kail, out men of bad character, wnc* wi ll- .« J »«
uum po-moiis, committed iraut-.s upon the »aiu»
box, lor which a number ol them n»»>' mnce
indicted. This is uoi a simple assertiou, out a a< t
which you can assertaiu by reierniifc, to e pii per

l records, and which, lu my opinion, crtectua y u s
pose.s of your claiin that tue removal ol Sherman
wan a mere error in judgment on trie l>ar* ^lick and Gardner, and was the ouiy oiiencc ot
which tn^y hut) been guilty. 1 lear that lu t lie
you wrote at school (reierred to in your
the one. "Evil commuulcatton» ecorupt «o«.l man¬
ners.'' was omitted, or you would have studiously
avoided tue bad company oi these
saved a little of your reputation. \oU stute that,

i "with your strong conviction mat the Police
1 mlssioners were the victims of the moat iniquitoui

persecution lor seltish aud political oW®®-1);could not have respected voursell n y<m had no! stood by them." it vs graniying to Know at you
do respect yourself tor your conduct in this par
ticuiar, because you are probably J! ?...... i,person In tuts city wno does. llie c.ovei uoi
ol the State, who, slugnlar to saj, is the
only individual in any way connected wltu th«
nroceedlugs against we Police commissioners and
yourseli oi whom you have not something deroga¬
tory to say, does not entertain tne same respect
lor you tnat vou have tor yourself. In deciding
\our case tie expresses the almost universal public
sentiment when Ue fpealts of thisicondluof, upon
wntch vou now p.ume yourseli. as one oi tnosjexnmDies oi eccentricity with which you uave
more than once surprised your teilow citizens,
and remarks that your desire -4to sustain your as-
soclateiin which he evidently refers to tnat gen tie-
ru«n so eiuiuont lor his integrity and purity 01
character, Mr. Oliver charlicit) had led tou int®S»me,uueciT auiagoa.ttic to J?Yiun!ierny^,'(»r!
me he would not nave alluded to your candor anddirectnl'Mof purpose. /^"f^^r^es^me^Oo":
amouc H.OM 1T«MIUI rour n^viw®moa?wpro maiiv bv wftom your election « a« luosi
erronsrl v aovocmed, End whom until a recent ilai
were most arlent supporters ot your admln.atra,
ti.m f» flumu qd. ftB a conclusion, tnat uy
your conduct in these particulars, which
von sfiein io consider as exhibiuug the best
nualities of Solomon andQeorge Washington, "tne
uood name of t he cFty has oeeu tarnished and m«
iucmty ol tlie octlce of Ciiief MAgitftrate
mitted " So iar irom acquitting you, tlie cover-
nor evpresslv states that your offences have been
sm h as to warrant your removal, aud. as it were,

i simply suspended sentence upon you in cousideta-
i tlon of your age and the br»et period you tiad to

serve.a conclusion in wnich tne largest number oi
the people oi this city tfcint he has very grievo sly
erred and iliut he has been disinclined «o lultll
the strict letter of his duty on account, per .aps,
oi ids being himself a cjndloate at ttie coming
election.

MORKIRSRY. I'ROKKR ANl» CONNOLLY.
*ou say pretty severe titintrs ick > our letter about

Mr. Morrtssey and Mr. Croker, buvneither of tlieru
have ever been publicly censured i>» tnis manner.
Another charge upon wnicn yon luy jrreat stress it
my intimacy with Uichard H. couuoliy, ana espe¬
cially as to niy cUort- to Have nun elected Comp¬
troller. 'Ihls is another example ol your "eccuu-
tricity,'' or, 1 miitht better say. of your perverse
ami wlliul Intention to misstate .ucis. You know
perfectly well that Hicham u. couuoliy was always a
protege of your own; that he was lonjr employed
111 ttie Bank of Norta America, oi winch von were
President; aud tliai lie retained your lutiinaey ti|i
to the very day oi his arrest, it lieiuu mainly at
your suifiresriou ami recommendation iiiat lie
"finally resigned his office und appointed ttie pres¬
ent Comptroller us his deputy, thus auowlng t,u«
Influence that you exerted over luui. Mow, altei
lie lias fallen into disgrace, you lemu an utter itfiior
a nee Hi regard to lum, aiul seek 10 trans. cr to mc
the bui iien of being one oi his principal friends
ami supporters.
The until is that I was stromrly opposed to tue

nomination oi Connolly as Comptroller, while you
were strongly lit nis lavor. Alter lie uad received
tne uomiuati 11 the first time I dul not oppose nil
election, as lie was the regular nominee of the
party to wtnen 1 belonged. Wnen lie was elecicd
the second tune I was iu Kurope. So far from flav¬
ins: any particular relations with Connolly I never
went iu to his private office or hud any personal
communication wmi him of any kind while he wm
Comptroller. 1 went there ami collected mv btiia
lu the regular way and that was all. Cau you aay
the «UMf

KELLY'S CONNECTION WITH WATSON.
In regard to Watson you are as much in error

In what you »ay about my connection wuli mm as
you uro in everytmug else, which is saying a meat
deal. You assert that ue was brought over ir tin
California as a orisons; and was in my custody,
and ilia* a< soon us lie was discharged I took him
Into mv confidence a* a clerk. I'ms Is utteilv
mise. At tne tune Watson came from cauiornia
Orser was Sheriff. and lio took lum into his em*
ploymeat as collector and t(avc mm lus con¬
fluence up to the time oi his (Urser's) deatn.
Alter Orser went out oi office Watson was retained
la the same position by wmett, ms successor.
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